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Rev. Mr. Gzoxcs WHITEFIEID, &c. 


Rev. Sir, 


T2 good miniſter of my pariſh lately 
lent me your remarks on a pamphlet, 
entitled, The Enthuſiaſm of Methodiſts 
and Papiſts compared; and I was very well 
pleaſed to find, in the reading, that you have ſeen 
your folly, in part, have retracted ſome of the 
errors of your unexperienced years; and that you 
intend to reviſe and correct the firſt part of your 
life. I preſume you mean, of your miniſtry. I 
intend not by this addreſs to diſcourage you from 
ſo laudable a deſign; but, being my ſelf en- 


couraged by your ingenuous declaration of your 


readineſs publickly to acknowledge and retract 


whatever miſtakes you ſhall be made further ſen- 
N B „ 
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ſible of, p. 41. and out of a well meant zeal, 
(which I hope you will excuſe, if it ſhould 
prove erroneous,) I preſume to tender you my 
aſſiſtance towards a thorow reformation ; by of- 
fering to your ſerious conſideration fome 

ſages in theſe your remarks, whereby, I hope it it 
will appear to you, that the later part of your 
conduct doth call for your, or ſome other's, re- 


viſing and correcting hand, as much as the for- 


mer part of it. 


I do not know who or what the author is, 
upon whom you animadvert ; but it appears 
by your remarks that the common report had 
reached your ears, that he is a maſter of Iſrael. 
I pray you then to conſider, whether your 
treatment of him doth not betray ſome remains 
of the old leaven, of the former part of your 
life, againſt the clergy, when you did (raſhly 
enough indeed, as you now, in part, confeſs) 

attack Archbiſhop Tillotſon , who, though in his 


grave, had a thouſand to one againſt you. As 


if you were fond of giving the world to know 
how ſaucy you could be with the maſters of 
our Iſrael, you ſcorn to take the advantage, 
which the author's not putting lis name to 
his pamphlet, offered you; you take upon you 
to ken your man, and to diſcover his pro- 
feſſion in the performance; and then accoſt 
him in this rude and unmannerly language. 


I Art 


err 


FE: - 
Art thou a maſter in Iſrael and knoweſt not theſe 
things? But what things, Sir? If you mean 
thoſe texts of ſcripture, juſt before alledged 
by you in defence of your doctrine of aſſurance, 
I truſt that there is no teacher (maſter, or not 


* maſter,) of our Trae, who does not know the 


great impertinency of them for that your pur- 
poſe. 


They prove your aſſurance, indeed, in one 
reſpect, who could offer a maſter of T/rael ſuch 
proofs, as are an high affront to common ſenſe. 
I dare anſwer for the gentleman, that he knows 
better, than to take texts by their mere ſound. 
Such quoting of ſcripture puts me in mind of 
Barozius's excuſe to the republick of Venice, 
for not concluding his letter to them with the 
uſual ſalutation, i. e. farewel, namely, becauſe 
St. John, 2 Ep. 10. had forbad him to wiſh 
well to any, 8 were out of the commu- 
nion of the Roman church. Jobannes enim apo- 
ſtolus id vetat —— guod indignos ſalutatione 


juſtè judicet, qui, non communicantes Romanæ 


ecclaſie, omnis penitus ſunt ſalutis expertes. I do 
not make this obſervation with any deſign to 
make a freſh compariſon between you and the pa- 
piſts, but to canvince you, if I can, of the dan- 
gerous conſequence of ſuch a liberty, when uſed 
either by them or you. Quoting of ſcripture is, in 
ſome meaſure, interpreting it: and therefore, 

B 2 when 
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| when you alledge a text of ſcripture in proof of 
| your doctrine, to which it has no relation, you 
lead your unlearned and unwary hearers into a 
wrong ſenſe of it: and, what is yet worſe, you 
1 render them obſtinate in it, becauſe it is your 
ſenſe, who interpret by the ſpirit; as much as 
any Roman catholick of them all. 


r 


But, Sir, give me leave to acquaint you, that 
the late biſhop Bull has left us a ſermon upon 
one of your texts, viz. Rom. viii. 16. which I 
humbly recommend to your ſerious peruſal (as 
the good miniſter of my pariſh recommended 
it to me upon the firſt breaking out of Metho- 
diſm) I hope it will ſet you (as I am perſuaded 
it did me) to rights in the true interpretation of 
that text; and will inform you what aſſurance, 

and upon what foundation that great and good 
man built that aſſurance, he had of his 4 rg | 
on. I call him both great and good, becauſe — 
he has left after him as great a character for pie- | 
-ty as for learning; whoſe praiſe does not ſound | 
out of his own mouth; but what came out of a 
his mouth, appears unto all to have well deſerv- | 
ed it. And it would well become you to conſi- 
der, whether it be agreeable to Chriſtian mode- 
ſty, or indeed to any modeſty in you, to boaſt 
of greater communications of the ſpirit, than 
were known to the good men who went be- 
fore you. Is not this, in effect, to boaſt that 
| you 


E 
you are greater favourites of heaven than they 
were; I dare hope concerning you, that you 
will not venture to put your learning in the 
balance againſt biſhop Bull's; will you preſume 
to ſay then that you excel him in piety ? or up- 
on what other ſcore do you pretend, that heaven 
has reſerved it's extraordinary communications 
for you? Methinks it ſhould abate of this con- 
fidence of your's, to conſider, that this was the 
language of every hereſiarch, in every, age of 
the church; deſpiſing thoſe who wetit before 
them, they ſtill inſiſted upon it, that, the great- 
eſt and laſt diſpenſation of the ſpirit fell to their 
ſhare; till, at length, Mabomet profeſſed him- 
ſelf to have more of it, than he who alone had 
received it without meafure. And we know 
who, and what manner of men they were, who 
challenged theſe ſpiritual communications to 
themſelves in the laſt century; and can, even 
at this diſtance of time (without invading the 
divine prerogative) ſafely pronounce concerning 
them, even by their fruits; ſome of which re- 
main, to this day, a ſad inſtance of the truth of 
what you ſay of a candle, a torch or firebrand 
(call it as you will) of this ſort, when once 
kindled, it is not eaſily put out. Montanus's torch 
was ſet on fire of hell, and he ſer the world 
on fire with t; and when it, and many others 
kindled at it, were going out, Manes brought 
his firebrand, his candle (as you would have it 


called) 


THI 
called) to the expiring fire, catched the dying 


flame, which, at this day, lives and burns in 
Mahometi ſin. 


Now, Sir, I pray you to conſider this; and 
then tell me, whether you can exult and re- 
joice in the reflection upon the bare probability, 
and triumph in your own imagination, of the 
long- burning of your candle in theſe nations: a 
candle which you do, with the ſame mouth, ac- 
knowledge to have been kindled at a wild fire; 
yea, I believe (if you had been inclined to 
have told all the truth) a Velſb fire. For 
it is manifeſt (from the only journal of your's 
that ever I did read) that it was a FWelþs cler- 
gyman put the windmil into your head, and 


ſent you a Don Quixoting up and down 


the world, in ſearch of ſomebody to beat out 
your brains, that you might fill up the mea- 
ſure of one Grifith Jones of Landowror 's ſuf- 
ferings for the cauſe of Chriſt. And yet I 
cannot find (upon enquiry ameng his country- 
then at Jeſus College) that this Jones ever ſuf- 
fered any thing more, or beſidep, about twen- 
ty years proſecution, in the biſhop's court at 
Carmarthen, far breaking into other clergy- 
men's churches; yea even into the reverend 
Mr. Havard's, who was then judge of that 
court under the chancellor, as I am inform- 


ed by his ſon, I obſerve to your praiſe, that I 


never 


2 


never heard that you filled up his meaſure 
in this article: for it is allowed, by as much 
of the pamphlet as you quote, that you ſuf- 
fered yourſelf to be ſhut out. But I am ve- 
ry credibly informed, that when your great 
Mr. Jones could not have entrance at the door, 
he would get in at the window, or mount the 
yew tree in the church-yard ; by which he got 
a great deal of money, which He now enjoys in 
a whole ſkin; a ſkin which his never once 
been diſcoloured for the cauſe of Chriſt, 1 
call that Velſp clergyman your maſter for the 
following reaſons. Firſt, You acknowledge, in 
the foreſfaid journal, that you have been his 
pupil; that he give you the meeting in Gla- 
morganſhire, where you had a long detail 
of his ſufferings; and that he forewarned you, 
that you miſt expect to ſuffer likewiſe, if 
you once enliſted yourſelf iti the cauſe of Chriſt; 
encouraged you, however, not to look back, 
and gave you ſome directions how to pro- 
ceed. Thus much from your own mouth. Buy 
| ſecondly, I have good authority for it, tha 
this Mr. Jones was much earlier in your ſe- 
crets; that he went to London, to viſit a 
gentleman of his acquaintance, who gave him | 
ſome hopes of being made a biſhop, if he 
could prevail with the univerſity of Oxford 
to confer degrees upon him; that in his re- 
turn, he called at Oxford, and ſtayed there 
about 
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E 
about a month, to canvas for what they 
called degrees; that, in the mean time, he 
fell into acquaintance with Mr. Waſtey, and 
ſome others, (and with you if you were then 
among them) of whom he expreſſed ſo great 
liking at home, that he aſſured my author, 
that, if it were poſſible, he would gladly have 
ſpent his whole life among you; and his 
whole fortune, if that had been ten thouſand 
pounds, for the furtherance of a deſign ye 
had then upon the carpet ; that ye were ve- 
ry hopeful young men; and that the world 
would ſoon hear of you. My author can't in- 
form me whether ye had ſet up your club 
then, but aſſures me that it is about twenty 
years ſince. 


I am further informed that he, ſome time 
alter this, inſtructed his own curate, and a 
young man of Cardiganſhire, juſt admitted a 
deacon, and a layman of his communion from 
Brecknockſhire, in your doctrines ; and inform- 
ed them of, and formed them for, your de- 
ſigns; and that theſe proved afterwards the firſt 
methodiſt teachers in Wales: that he ſet up 
Welſh ſchools for young and old, to prepare 
them for the reception of your goſpel, which 
you boaſt that you afterwards found the poor peo- 
ple in Wales readily diſpoſed to receive, As it 
the poor people there never had the goſpel 

preached 


Fa 

preached unto them, till you met this Jones in 
Glamorganſhire, I beg you to conſider, Sir, 
however you may pleaſe yourſelf with this ſly, 
crafty reflection upon the reſt of the clergy 
in Wales, whether yet you ought not to cor- 
rect it, for the ſake of your Mr. Jones, who, 
for many years before, as my author informs 
me, preached your goſpel throughout all Fales, 
North and South; and was, very probably, he 
man who communicated it to you; as I find 
him complaining in his book before me, that 
at his firſt preaching it, his countrymen took. 
it for a new goſpel. I need not inform you, 
who had your education at Oxford, that the gen- 
tlemen of the Welſb college there have main- 
tained as great a character for ſound learning, 
and orthodox doctrine, an open communica- 
tive temper, a readineſs to do good, as any 
other of whatever college in that univerſity ; 
and I think it is remarkable that they bring 
this diſpoſition with them from home: we muſt 
then be forward to believe, that the change of 
air makes a wonderful change in them, or that 
they communicate the goſpel to their country- 
men upon their return as freely as they re- 
ceived it. And if it be, not only more cha- 
ritable, but alſo, much more probable, to believe 
this, of a people who have been always 7e- 
markably brave and honeſt; then there is cauſe 
to ſuſpect, that there was ſomething new, and 
C nu- 


10 
unbeard of before, in Mr. Griffith Jones's go- 
ſpel. And I am further confirmed in this, 
for that my author aſſures me, that this Mr. 


Jones was born of diſſenting parents; and 


though he is not able to inform me of what 


denomination, yet it is highly probable, that 
they were of ſome fect or other of the ana- 
baptiſts; as it is manifeſt that he argues upon 
their principles, in as many of his books as 
J have ſeen; particularly theſe that follow. 
iſt. That every man has a right to chooſe 
his own miniſter. 2dly. That miniſters, or 
preachers of the goſpel, ought to keep to the 
words of ſcripture, and inſiſt only on them, 
and not interpret them in their own words. 


2dly. That the church may excommunicate 


without a miniſter, or a miniſter without nis 
biſhop. 4thly. That the election or reproba- 
tion of mankind is, ab eferno, abſolute and 
irreſpective. It is true, he has, of late, retract- 
ed one half; and it is obſervable, that you 
are now falling away, in part, with him; as 
he does in compliment to Dr. Vatts, of whoſe 
book Jones's is but a tranſcript, at leaſt fo 
far as concerns this article of our church; 
and which Jones ſeems to me to have publiſh- 
ed with no other view, than to abuſe the cler- 
gy, in his, long preface, which is one conti- 
nued artful, crafty libel of them. And I am 
informed that he has always freely expreſſed 

his 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Lay 


his opinion of univerſity education (of which 
yet he can know little but by hearſay) that it 
is nothing elſe but an inſtitution in debauchery 
and that a maſter of arts is but another term for 
a proficient in drinking and ſmoaking ; for which 
I can't help thinking that he took the hint from 
another ſuch expreſſion of the anabapriſts, viz, 
that doctor in divinity is a blaſphemous title, 


| Now therefore, for the more effectual keep- 
ing the clergy, who have taken any ſuch de- 
grees, out of the churches in Wales, he has, 
1 am informed, ſet up an academy in his own 
houſe, for the further inſtruction, in your prin- 
ciples, of ſuch as have held forth in your meet- 
ings for ſeveral years (ſome of them by your 
particular orders, when you were laſt in Wales) 
and all this with Jeroboam's pious deſign of 
making prieſts of the loweſt of the people; 
which, if it will not prove a means to cut 
off his houſe, yet may, (and the gentlemen 
of Jeſus college are in great fear that it will) 
go a great way to deſtroy the eſtabliſhed church 
in Hales. 


I make no doubt bur all this will appear 
to you an impertinent digreſſion; but others 
may not look upon it in that light, when they 
ſhall have conſidered the following reaſons for 
it. | ; 
C2 1ſt. The 


5 [ 22 ] 


Iſt. The faid Mr. Jones affirms (and cannot 
but lament it too) that the learned and wor- 
thy dioceſans in Wales are liable to an impoſition 
of the worſt conſequence in the world in matters 
of ordination; becauſe, not underſtanding the 
language of the country, their lordſbips are obliged 
to credit the teſtimonies, and to ſee with the eyes 
of others, yea, ſuch treacherous eyes as wretched- 
ty betray their heads: Since then my acquain- 


tance with ſome of the gentlemen of that coun- 


try has enabled me to diſcover by whom they 
are betrayed, I am willing to take this oppor- 
tunity to put their lordſhips upon their guard 
againſt the recommendations of thoſe, who care 
not what indiguity they thereby reflect upon ve- 
nerable characters. Vid. Jones's Welſh piety, 


1740-41. pag. 4, 5+ 

2dly. I am willing to let the world ſee at 
whoſe torch you have light your candle, and 
to what this great and glorious work, which 
you ſay has been begun, and is now carrying 
on by the methodiſts, tends; and % what 
thoſe ſouls are converted. That they are drawn 
away from the eſtabliſhed church is viſible : 
and whoever will take the pains to compare 
your doErines with thoſe of the anabaptiſts, 
both here and in Germany, will ſoon find as 
ſtrong a parallel between them, as between your 
| : other 
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Other fooleries and thoſe of the papiſts. Nor 
is it to be wondered at, that there ſhould be 


ſo great reſemblance betweed the mad pranks 
of the papiſts and yours, even when we ſup- 


| poſe you to act upon the principles of the 


anabaptiſts ; ſince the author of their hiſtory 
aſſures us, that a confiderable ſec among them 
(for they, like all hereticks, at laſt crumbled 
into ſets) had fallen into all zhe extravagan- 


cies and fooleries ef the begging friers. 


2dly, As it is eaſy to conceive, that the ſame 
books, whereby this Welſb clergyman was in- 
ſtructed in the principles of the anabaptiſts, 
might alſo inform him of the place of their 
abode ,, and if he was acquainted with you fo 
early as the firſt inſtitution of your club, or 
earlier, this may reflect ſome light upon that, 


ſeemingly ſtrange, conduct of Mr. Weſey, in 


leaving Oxford, to finiſh his ſtudies at Mora- 
via, the neſt of theſe very anabaptiſts ; and 


therefore the moſt likely place to get himſelf ini- 
tiated into all their myſteries. 


And this may likewiſe, in ſome meaſure, 
ſatisfy the curioſity of ſuch as are curious to 
know, why, of all his majeſty's plantations, 
you made choice of Georgia, where the hiſto- 


rian tells us that ſome of the deſcendants of 


theſe 


L x4 ] 


' theſe people are now ſettled, and among whom 
you might juſtly expect a hearty welcome. 


Laſtly, Sir, this makes it much more pro- 
bable that ye took the pattern of your ſloven- 
lineſs from theſe people, than from Elija or 
John Bapliſt. 


I had almoſt forgot what my author fur- 
ther informed me, that your favourite rege- 
neration was always this Welſh clergyman's 
Diana, teaching his diſciples, that there muſt 
be in every man, ſomewhere, the womb of the 
new birth. And as the anabaptiſts juſtify the 
rebaptiſing of perſons baptiſed in their infancy, 
from this doctrine of yours; ſo I am inclin- 
ed to think that the doctrine itſelf is not to 
be juſtified upon any other principles than theirs, 
For 1t children receive no benefit by their bap- 
tiſm, (and it is hard to ſay what benefit they 
can poſlibly receive by it, if they are not there- 
by regenerated, as our church believes) then 
is the baptiſm of infants not God's ordinance : 
for God can no more ordain others to do, than 
he himſelf can do an uſeleſs impertinent thing. 
Again, Sir, if infants are not capable of receiv- 
ing any benefit by their baptiſm, then it will 
follow, that the anabaptiſts are in the right 
for deferring it till ſuch time as they ſhall be ca- 
pable. 


* 


Thus 


PP 
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Thus much the church (which you call yours 
too) gets by your ſtrange birth. I think it 
may very juſtly be called ſtrange, foraſmuch 


as it is making the parent (contrary to na- 


ture and common ſenſe) to be born. of the 
child, not the child of the parent. The ſerip- 
ture teaches us that we are the children of 
God, becauſe we are born of God: but ac- 
cording to your Mr. Jones's doctrine, the womb, 
which receives the embrio, is in man; and 
you ſay, that your people travel in pangs of 
this new birth, till this womb is diſcharged 
of it, z. e. till they bring forth the ſpirit. So 
then, according to Mr. Janes's doctrine and 
yours, ye have never been born of the ſpirit, 
but the ſpirit of you both. Here, then, we 
have ſome light into the reaſons (if we may 
venture to call them ſo) why the methodiſts 
in Wales compare this Jones and you, and 
one — Harris, a layman, to the Trinity. I am 
informed, that the reaſons they give for com- 
paring Jones to the Father is, that he hath ſent 
you both: they know your ſecrets beſt; but 
I take this to be an anabaptiſtical blaſphemy ; 
to which if your conſcience ſhall tell you, that 
you have been any way acceſſory, I will leave 
it with you, whether you ought not to re- 
pent thereof, and to uſe your beſt endeavours 
to bring the poor deluded Britons to repentance 


I _— ns. 
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alſo; and as you have been among them, and 
have undoubtedly contributed much to drive 
them mad, I humbly offer it to your ſerious 
conſideration, whether you ought not to join 
your endeavours with thoſe of your Mr. Jones, 
towards curing them of their madneſs. I am 
informed that he has many methodiſts, both 
teachers and hearers, now under cure; one of 
whom lately broke out of his confinement, and, 
with a knife in his hand, in the high road 
which goes by Mr. Jones's door, murthered 
the very man, whoſe houſe Mr. Jones had tak- 
en and converted into a madhouſe. The letter, 
which I have ſeen, further ſets forth, that this 
perſon was no ſooner taken, than he appeared to 
be in perfect ſenſes, expreſſed a horror of the fact, 
and declared to them, that his madneſs was 
owing to an exceſs of luſt; for the greater 
opportunity of indulging which, he had turn- 
ed father confeſſor, and. forgave the men their 
fins for fix pence each; as to the women, mar- 
ried or unmarried, zhey underwent the pe- 
nance of the laſs to the frier. I beg leave to 
aſſure you, Sir, that I give you this account 
purely to let you ſee the nature of hat fire 
aobich you have kindled. Upon this occaſion, 
one argument, among many others, made ule 
of by the catholicks againſt Montanus, occurs 
to me: they obſerved, that the ſpirit of God 
never threw,the prophets and apoſtles, nor Jeſus 

. Chriſt 


L % 
Chriſt himſelf, who received it without meaſure, 
into extaſies and fits, to the depriving them of 
their ſenſes, at the time of receiving its commu- 


nications; therefore they concluded, that the ſpi- 
rit, which did all this with Montanus and his pro- 


Phets, was not he ſpirit of the prophets and apo- 


{tles, but another, even that ſame, who played all 
theſe pranks with the heathen prieſts. Give me 
leave to bring your doctrine to this touch- 
ſtone, and to form my argument thus. The 
true doctrine of Jeſus Chriſt never made any of 
its profeſſors mad; yours has made many mad; 
therefore your doctrine is not the true doftrine 
of Jeſus Chriſt. There is nothing in the Chri- 
ſtian religion rightly underſtood that, in the 
leaſt, tends to melancholy : to the truly reli- 
gious her ways are ways of pleaſantneſs; and to 
the greateſt ſinners, as ſoon as they become 
ſenſible of their ſins, all her paths become peace; 
as they will ſurely lead them to him, who is 
both the advocate with the Father, and the 
propitiation for their ſins. What will ye ſay then 
to your religion, a religion fo diametrically op- 
polite, in its doctrines and effects, to the Chri- 
ſtian? What can you plead for the longer 
continuance of that fire amongſt us, which 
has already overheated the brains of your peo- 


ple, drove many of them to madneſs, ſome to 


murder? I remember that Mr. Jones ſays in 
his warm apology for the methodiſts, that, if 
D they 
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they were left to themſelves (I ſuppoſe he means 
to the guidance of their own principles) there 
was no hurt to be apprehended from the men 


of this denomination in Hales: I am apt to 


think that he is of another opinion concerning 
them now: they were then in their infancy, 


and he, like a fond father, was not willing 


to ſce (what might very well have been appre- 
hended from the natural briſkneſs of Welſh- 
mens temper when heated with a blind zeal) 
that his children would grow up quite ſo mad. 
But I am ſorry I have it to ſay, that they 


only prove themſelves to be his children, who 
murdered, as much as in him lay, the church, 


its clergy, and its people, long before, by ſly 
innuendos and artful ſurniiſes againſt them; and 
that in this you have allo followed him paſ- 
ſibus quis. 


I ſhall not detain you with quotations out 
of the original (ſome of which will come in 


\ courſe) but ſhall humbly offer to your con- 


ſideration a few inſtances out of your copy. 
You inſinuate in defence of your ill language 
that it was but bearing teſtimony againſt a cor- 
rupt and degenerate church, pag. 17. Pray, Sir, 
bear with me while I put theſe few ſerious 
queſtions to you. What church do you mean? 
if the church eſtabliſhed in theſe realms, pray 
when did you firſt perceive this church to be 

corrupt 


\ 
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corrupt and W ? if before you took or- 
ders in it; (as I think it is very plain that you 
| bore your teſtimony againſt its corruptions be- 


fore you were a prieſt of it.) How came you 
to offer your ſelf for orders in a corrupt church, 
which yet, you very well knew, would not 
admit you without your ſubſcription to its cor- 
ruptions ? Give me leave to make uſe to you 
of your Mr, Jones's language: did you not 
then play faſt and looſe with "that church 2 Did 
you not diſſemble with it? Did you not pre- 
varicate, in the preſence of God, and of the 
duden alſo? nay, did you not voto fo deceive, 

en you did folemuly atteſt your aſſent and con- 
ſent to e. doctrine of a church, which you 
believed, in? your confcience (if you had any) 
at that very time of your ſubſcribing, to be 
corrupt? It you will affirm that you were 
not ſenſible of its corruptions, till ſome time 
after your admiſſion into both orders; I am 
afraid that. this will amount to a confeſſion, 
that you bore a very blind teſtimony againſt 
its corruptions, for ſome time before you were 
ſenſible that there was any corruption in it. 
And was not this bearing falſe witneſs againſt 
your own mother? 


But to wave this, I ſha!l obſerve to you that 
your Mr. Jones is of opinion, that, by ſuch 
ſubſcription, you have bound your ſoul with an 

2 Cath; 
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oath; and that to break through your ordi- 


nation vow is the worſt of perjury. Now, 


Sir, if you are a true diſciple in this (as in 
other points you prove yourſelf to be) you 
cannot but look upon this matter in the ſame 
light that he doth; I take it for granted that 
you have heard of what a wiſer than Mr. Jones 
hath ſaid, Prov. xx. 25. That it is a ſnare to 
the man who devoureth that which is holy 
(as your ordination vow is, you know, or elſe 
conſult your Mr. Jones) and after vows to make 
inquiry: conſequently you would not wan- 
tonly ſtrive to break looſe from your obliga- 
tion, nor raſhly break through your ordination 
vow, leſt you ſhould prove guilty of the 
worlt of perjury : we will then charitably ſup- 
pole, that you did it not, but upon full con- 
viction. How did you receive this conviction? 
Did the light dawn upon you gradually (as it 


does upon others in ſuch a caſe? ) Well, did you 


then, when the firſt ſcruples aroſe in your mind, 
uſe proper endeavours, or any endeavours at all, 
to have them removed? Did you lay your doubts 
before any biſhop of that church? or did you 
bring them to any other, learned and well- 
ſkilled in the doctrine thereof? for I perſuade 
my ſelf that you will allow me to ſay, that 
you ought not to have altered the thing that 
was once gone out of your lips, without the 
ſtrongeſt conviction of the neceſſity of doing 


{o, 


1 k 
ſo, and of the utter unlawfulneſs of keeping 
to it. Will you ſay then that you received 
ſuch conviction, as you receive all your other 
convictions, in an inſtant ? That it ſhone up- 
on you from above with full noon-day light ? 
Pray inform me when : at leaſt aſk your own 
conſcience whether it was not hen, when you 
miſtook your own imaginations for divine illu- 


minations? This hath been confeſſedly your 


caſe with regard to one doctrine of that church; 
and may not this very poſſibly be your caſe 
(and may not you,, upon a more cloſe and 
impartial examination find it to be ſo) with re- 
ſpect to other points of her doctrine? and till 
you ſhall have ſo examined them, you ought 
not to be ſo fly and malicious in your inſinu- 
ations of her corruptions. 


Again how uncharitably do you ſurmiſe, that 
after all the pains you ſhall take to correct 
and amend whatever was amiſs in your former 
Journals, and to expreſs yourſelf in terms un- 
exceptionable, yet you expect oppoſition and ca- 
vil from thoſe naturals who cannot diſcern ſpi- 
ritual things. Pray whom do you intend by 


the natural man? Even every man who dare 


oppoſe himſelf to your wiſdom? eſpecially if 
he preſume to pronounce it foohſhneſs. But 
who are they that have done this? I believe 
that I am the firſt layman who hath taken 


pen 
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pen in hand to write to you; at leaſt, T have 


not heard of any other; and I ſhall give you 
as little cauſe to complain of me as I can, 


When I read the firſt part of your remarks, 
I could not but commend your prudence for 
paſſing ſilently over that part of the compa- 
riſon between the Montanifts and you, as it was 
plainly too ſtrong for you to engage it: but 
when I came to this part of your labours, I 
was ſorry to find that you had fo imprudently 
improved the parallel, by diſtinguiſhing your- 
ſelf and your followers, as Montanus did him- 
ſelf and his, by the character and title of the 
pneumatics, the ſpiritual, the men of the ſpirit ; 
while the Shops and clergy of the catholick 
church muſt ſtand branded and ſtigmatized as 
natural men, mere animal creatures, for daring 
to oppoſe you and the Montaniſts, or their ſpi- 
rit and yours, even that ſpirit which always 
did, and ſtill doth, work in the children of 
diſobedience. But-can you ſeriouſly think that 
every man who oppoſes you muſt be devoid 
of God's ſpirit? would not you do well to 
fit down a while and conſider, whether it be not 
highly reaſonable that you allow, that theſe ſame 
men had the ſpirit of truth when they oppoſed: 
you in thoſe things wherein you now confeſs 
yourſelf to have been erroneous? ſurely their 
ſpirit did guide them into truth then: for if 

| you 


3 


you were in the wrong, they were certainly in 
the right to oppoſe you in it. Here then was 
a trial of the ſpirits; and you are obliged to 
confeſs in the iſſue, that zheir's was the true ſpi- 
rit, and your's a deceiver. And can you truſt 
him again, and, upon the credit of ſuch a lying 
ſpirit, abuſe the eſtabliſhed clergy, and pro- 
nounce them mere natural men, or, what is ſtill 
worſe, carnal and wanting that ſpirit which yet 
manifeſted itſelf in hem, by baffling (I wiſh I 
could ſay by putting to ſilence) the ſpirit with 
which you and your people are poſſeſſed? & 


the light that is 1n thee be darkneſs, how great- 
is that darkneſs ! 


Give me leave to tell you here, that the ex- 
cuſe you make for not medling with that part of 
the compariſon relating to the Montaniſts (viz. 
that their books are all loſt) ſuggeſted to me 
matter both of ſorrow and comfort. Of ſorrow, 
when I conſidered, that ſuch as oppoſe the eſta- 
bliſhed religion in theſe our days, are much more 
inexcuſable, than the antient hereticks were: for 
that we have an argument for the truth of it, 
which they wanted; at leaſt they had it not in 
the ſame ſtrength as we have it; an argument 
which grows ſtronger by time, an argument in- 
ſtead of all miracles, being itſelf indeed a con- 
tinued miracle. (And which they would do well 
to conſider, who ſo freely betray their want of 
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underſtanding, by their fond conceits and witty 
reflections upon that collect of our Church for 


her clergy and people, Almighty and everlaſting 


God, who alone workeſt great marvels.) For the 
truth and purity of Chriſtian Religion could not, 
by any thing leſs than a miracle, have been main- 
tained againſt the ſtrong oppoſitions it has met 
with from the many falſe religions that, from 
time to time, have riſen up againit it. This is 
the argument I mean, Sir, viz. that the true 
Chriſtian doctrine ſtands at this day eſtabliſhed, 
and the books wrote in it's defence providentially 
preſerved, whilſt the books wrote againſt it, in 
the ſeveral periods thereof, are, for the moſt 
part, periſhed : had the doctrine contained in 
them been of God, I make no doubt but that 
his providence would have preſerved them, I 
cannot therefore bur conclude that the books 


which his providence hath preſerved, are the 


books which contain his doctrine. A religion 
framed (if I may ſo ſpeak) from all eternity, by 
the joint concert of the whole Trinity, a religion 
introduced by another very pompous one, which 
exerciſed it's profeſſors, for many hundred years, 
as a ſevere ſchool-maſter to bring them to this ; 
a religion which the Son of God came from 
Heaven to preach, and was of God's own plant- 
ing among mcn, cannot, with any colour of rea- 
fon, be ſuppoſed to have been intended for a few 
years only, and then to vaniſh, or to be ſuffered 

10 
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to- wither and die for want of watering. Becauſe 
then God hath wrought many and great mar- 
vels, at ſundry times, and in diverſe manners, in 
defence of the Chriſtian Religion, as eſtabliſhed 
in theſe realms ; and becauſe he continues to ſend 
down upon it a healthful ſpirit, and to water it 
with the continual dew of his bleſſing ; I make 
no doubt, but that it is he religion which bis 
own right-hand hath planted. 


And I draw hence this further concluſion for 
my own comfort and ſatisfaction, that to live in 
this religion is the true way to pleaſe God, and 
that my foot ſtandeth right when I praiſe him in 
the Church (of England) and walk by it's light; 
which God hath ſo providentially continued to 
| ſhine while he hath ſuffered all other lights, that 
have been ſet up againſt it, to go out in ſmoke 
and ſtench; as I truſt he will put out your's 
though I dare not ſay how long he may ſuffer 
it, for the juſt puniſhment of our ſins, to glare. 
Oh that this conſideration might have it's due 
place and influence with you ! that it might 
prevail with you to endeavour yourſelves to 
quench the wild re which has too too long daz- 
zled the eyes of ſo many poor ignorant people, 
and deprived them of all their ſenſes. Your 
memory would ſtink the leſs in the noſtrils of 
all good men; and ſo would the fire, when put 
out by your endeavours who have kindled it. 
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you cannot ſurely but know that the time, if 
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And if theſe conſiderations have no weight 
with you, (who ſeem quite careleſs and uncon- 
cerned for what may be ſaid of you, alive or 
dead) yet I pray you to conſider, that this will 
be inſtrumental, through Chriſt, to atone for your 
former errors; the example of your conver- 
ſion, as that of your former fooleries, would 
draw many after it ; if, inſtead of that wild, 
enthuſiaſtick rant of.a preſent great ſalvation to 
be entered upon here, you would preach to 
them the rational and ſcriptural doctrine, of a 
crown of glory layed up in Heaven for them, at- 


tainable only upon the conditions of faith in, 
and obedience to Chriſt, 


You give us not only ſingle words, but, very 
often, whole ſentences of a very indeterminate 
meaning. It is impoſſible (till you ſhall prove 
your own interpreter) to know what you mean by 
a preſent great ſalvation to be entered upon here, 
If you mean that an infallible aſſurance of our 


future ſalvation would be an enjoyment thereof 


in part here, we can more eaſily grant you that, 


than we can the propoſition you beg, viz. that 


any ſuch aſſurance 1s attainable here. This 1s 
one matter in conteſt between the Church and 
you, and therefore ought not to be taken for 
granted by you. If by prefent ſalvation you 
mean the near approach of the millenary ſtate, 


not 


* . 


TB) 

not the ſtate itſelf, is very uncertain ; and that 
it is highly probable from ſeveral paſſages of 
ſcripture, that, if ever there will be ſuch a ſtate, 
we muſt wait for it till after the firſt reſurre&i- 
on, when the dead in Chriſt ſhall be raiſed, moſt 
certainly to reign with him ſomewhere : but if 
God hath provided ſuch good things for us, 
that they, without us, ſhould not be made per- 
fect, Heb. xi. ult. I think it highly reaſonable to 
conclude, that much leſs ſhall we be made per- 
fect without them. Shall we, and not they alſo, 
enjoy this kingdom of Chriſt ? will there not be 
a communion of all the ſaints ? who are they 
that ſhall reign with Chriſt a thouſand years ? 
Are they not ſuch as have been beheaded ? 
ſurely then they were dead once, and muſt be 
raiſed again to reign with Chriſt. But you will 
perhaps ſay, that I am out in my conjecture all 
this while, and that you mean neither the one 
nor the other : pray then come out of the clouds, 
and let us know -plainly, what you mean by a 
preſent great ſalvation to be entered upon here. 

I ſhall take another opportunity to exanzne 
your pretenſions to the doctrine of our Church 
articles. But becauſe you inſinuate a charge 
againſt the clergy, for taking to their aſſiſtance 
the ſeveral arts of management and craft in 
handling the doctrines of them, as your Mr. 

_ Griffith Jones does with a great deal of manage- 
ment and craft inſinuate, that they play faſt and 

| „ looſe, 
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looſe, that they diſſemble with the Church, preva- 


ricate with God, and vow to deceive in their ſub- 


ſeriptions, &c. take, in the mean time, the fol- 


lowing letter from Oxford, juſt come to hand. 


Sin, 


N ready 1 with your requeſt, I have 

examined Mr. Griffth Jones of Landowror's 
Welſh catechiſm fo far as it relates to baptiſmal 
regeneration : I was obliged to call in ſome ju- 
dicious friends to my aſſiſtance, becauſe I never 
yet ſaw any thing ſo craftily and artfully put to- 
gether. As his book is a profeſſed expoſition 
of the catechiſm of the eſtabliſhed Church ; ſo, 
when he aſks this ©, Who gave you this name? 
he gives the anſwer at length in the true lan- 
guage of the Church; and his next Q, is, How 
many things are conſiderable in this anſwer ? the 
anſwer is, Three things : and the third of them 
is, What privileges are promiſed in the baptiſ- 
mal covenant? Here you have mention made 
of a covenant entered into at baptiſm ; but the 
myſtery lies in the word, PRouis ED, for you 
will immediately perceive, that he does not al- 
low, that any privilege is actually and imme- 
diately conveyed in baptiſm ; but all ſuſpended 
upon the conditions entered into on the part of 


the baptiſed ; and therefore deferred till ſuch 


time as he ſhall be of age and Capacity to per- 
form 
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form the ſame; For having aſked the Queſtion, 
Page 19. Whether an alt ſo diſtant as baptizing 
with water can be effeftual to make à man parta · 
ker of theſe privileges ? and having, in four long 
anſwers, flouriſhed like a champion for the 
Church, juſt-as you would expect, that he was 
entering the liſts in her cauſe, he turns ſhort 
upon her, and cuts her throat, in the fifth an- 
ſwer. 5thly, It is not ſaid in my catechiſm, 
that baptiſm made me a member of Chriſt ; but 
that I was, in a viſible manner, received into a 
right (or title) to theſe privileges, upon my re- 
ception under the diſpenſation of the covenant of 
grace, when I was baptized. 6thly, When this 
ordinance of baptiſm is rightly uſed, with reve- 
rence, according to God's will, there is room to 
hope, that it will be of advantage in the end, tho 
no immediate benefit appear. Need I obſerve to 
you, Sir, with what art and cunning all this is 
worded. My catechiſm does not ſay that my 
baptiſm made me a member of Chriſt. But the 
Church catechiſm does expreſsly affirm that very 
thing which Mr. Jones intends, by theſe words, 
to deny, i. e. that we receive an immediate be- 
nefit by baptiſm, are made members of Chriſt in 
it; and wherein does more emphatically con- 
front him, than if it had been expreſſed whereby. 
I will try to explain this by his own parallel, 
2 Kings v. Naaman waſhed ' himſelf in Jordan, 
according to the command of the prophet, and 
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was clean; will Mr. Jones ſcruple to allow that the 
waters of Jordan cleanſed him? or will he affirm 


that he received no immediate benefit then, but 
was only received into a right of being made clean 


ſome time after; when he ſhould have faithfully 
performed that promiſe he made to the prophet, 
of worſhipping none other God but the God 
of Iſrael ? If he will not deny an immediate 
effect in one caſe, why will he deny it in the 
other? will he anſwer that Naaman was of age 
to uſe his baptiſm rightly? Whatever Mr. Jones 


means by that very odd expreſſion ; it is plain 
that he does not allow ſuch as do fo, any more, 


than room to hope that their baptiſm will be of 
ſome benefit to them in the end, pag. 20. But 
why ? the myſtery is double, Firſt, If he ſhould 
grant that every perſon baptized is made a true 
member of Chriſt, then muſt he affirm, upon 
his principles, that every baptized perſon is ulti- 
mately ſaved ; or quit his favourite principle, 
and grant, that there is a poſſibility - of falling 
from grace, and that a perſon once regenerate 
may be loſt at the laſt, He dare not affirm that 
all who are baptized are faved ; but he does 
expreſsly affirm, that a true union with Chriſt 
once obtained, is for ever indiſſoluble, in this 
world and the world to come. Page 23. Anſ. 4. 
therefore he holds himſelf obliged to maintain, 
that we are not made true members of Chriſt 
in baptiſm. But the Church catechiſm doth ſay, 
Baptiſm, 
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bapti n, wherein J was made a member "oi 
Chriſt : how can he bring himſelf off here? 
The anſwers to the very next queſtion will 
reſolve you. : What doth your being made 


member of Chriſt ſignify ? It ſignifies a relation 
and unity with Chriſt of two kinds, Firſt, 
A relation and unity with Chriſt by profeſſi- 
on ; that is to ſay, my being received, upon 
my parents profeſſion of the Chriſtian faith, 
a member into the viſible church, which is 
called the body of Chriſt. Secondly, A ſpiri- 
tual relation and union with Chriſt ; through 
which our ſouls are united to Chriſt by his 
ſpirit, and we are made partakers of the be- 
nefits purchaſed by Chriſt, as the members 
are partakers with the body. 2, What is 
your opinion of being a member of Chriſt 
by an union of profeſſion? That ſome are 
members of Chriſt by an union of outward 
profeſſion, only without a ſaving relation to 
Chriſt, and an inward unity of ſpirit with 
him : for our Lord Jeſus compares the goſpel 
to a net, Sc. to a field, Sc. And again, 
when he compares himſelf to a vine, he ſpeaks 
of two ſorts of branches, in him; one 
fraitful, the other unfruitful, which ſhall be 
be cut off, John xv. 2. Secondly, My opi- 


nion (or my meaning) is, that they who 


are members of Chriſt by profeſſion only, 


are only as rotten branches, or a graff in- 


ſerted 


„ 


© ſerted into the bark of a tree, without any 
© growing union with it; or a glaſs eye or 
© a wooden leg, which are no living parts of 
the body. 


Here you ſee what uſe Mr. Jones makes of 
the known diviſion of the church into viſible 
and inviſible; he makes one the mere ſhell or 
bark of the other, and our union with it a 
lifeleſs unprofitable union; and yet makes this 


the only union obtained by being received to 


baptiſm in a viſible manner, upon the profeſſion of 
our parents : and he has taken ſpecial care, that 
the poor illiterate people in Wales (for whom 
he has calculated his catechiſm, and whom he 
repreſents as ignorant in matters of religion 


as the inhabitants of either the Eaſt or Weſt 


Indies) ſhall not miſtake the perſons meant 
by him to be of this unprofitable union, by 
determining his meaning, at firſt ſetting out, 
to infants baptized upon the Chriſtian profeſſi- 
on of their parents, and all others who are 
baptiſed before they know how to uſe their bap- 
tiſm rightly. But if theſe children die ſuch, 
while they are yet engraffed only in this ſhell of 
the church, what will become of them? Mr. 
Fones's pupils will tell you (or they did tell us 
ſo in North ales, and inſiſted upon its be- 
ing true church of England doctrine too) that 
they are all damned, and that hell is full of them. 
And 


* 
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And to convince you that they did not ſay this 
of themſelves, but from him that ſent them ; 
that they had good authority for it from their 
maſter's catechiſm, take Mr. Jones's own words 
immediately following the glaſs eye and 'the 
wooden leg, which are no living parts of the 
body, and they are as follow. © Therefore ſuch 
people are in a ftate of damnation, having re- 
* cetved no new life from Chriſt. Thirdly, My 
opinion (or my meaning) is that ſuch as 
have an union with Chriſt by profeſſion only 
remain under the wrath of God, though they 
have been baptized. Fourthly, My meaning 
is, that ſuch ſhall be rent and cut off from the 
portion and inheritance of the children of the 
covenant, at the day of judgment.“ It is here 
obſervable that Mr. Jones diſtinguiſhes between 
the graffs in the bark, and the children of the 
covenant , and that he does not ſay that they 
ſhall be torn from the myſtical body of Chriſt, 
of which he cannot allow the viſible church to 
be any more than the ſhell, though it be call- 
ed the church. But they ſhall] be torn and cut 
off from the portion of the children of the co- 
venant. Here is hid the other part of the 
myſtery. If the viſible church be not the true 
church or body of Chriſt, or if the true church 
be not . viſible : then ſchiſm (which is breaking 
union with a viſible church) is a mere empty 
inſignificant word; a bugbear to frighten chil- 
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dren and fools. Now let Mr. Jones once per- 
ſuade his countrymen to that, and all the 
poor fools, who now come to their pariſh church- 
es for fear of the guilt of ſchiſm, will be at 
Mr. Jones's command, to be diſpoſed of by 
him among his dear brethren the diſſenters, or 
his dearer children the methodiſts. I ſhould. 
be glad to be reſolved by Mr. Jones, or by 
any other of them, why, as Chriſtians, they 
will not allow that a graff inſerted into the ve- 
ry body, or, to uſe his own words, into a 
growing union, may not be liable to be cut 
off, or to wither, and die, even after it has 
proved its vital union with the body ? Can they 
contrive or imagine a greater and more growing 
union between a graff and the ſtock, than 
there was between that ſtock and its original, 
natural branches? I am ſure that the Apoſtle af- 
firms that the natural branches (the Jews) have 


been cut off, to make room for Gentile graffs ; 


and at the ſame time bids theſe beware leſt 
they alſo be not ſpared. Why, as profeſſing 
themſelves members of the church of England, 
do they ſcruple to allow, that an infant is, in 
baptiſm, made a true member of Chriſt? ſee- 
ing that very church holds, that he is admit- 
ted into that part of the church (let them call 
it what they will) which has the holy Spirit. 
vid. The form of thankſgiving in baptiſm. 
And that he is one of the flock of true Chri- 


I ſtian 


1 
ſian people. I ſhall add no more now, but 
that, if I may be further ſerviceable to you, 


you may command, r. 
3 yy 
I ſhall ſpare my ſelf the trouble of \mark> 
ing out to you, Sir, the many crafty expreſſi- 
ons in this little part of your friends catechiſm : 
but I cannot help taking notice of his and your 
unreaſonable aſſurance in taxing the clergy with 
prevarication, diſſembling, playing faſt and looſe, 
of which ye yourſelves, and not they, are guilty, 
Away with theſe general declamations, and per- 
ſonal reflections; and, if ever you make re- 
marks again, let them be made upon the per- 
formance, not upon the perſon; with leſs wit, 
and more ſubſtance; with leſs ſpite, and with 
greater candor, and truth; with fewer evil ſur- 
miſings, and with greater charity. 


Was not that a naughty remark of yours, 
p. 22 ? was it not a ſtrange turn of your ima- 
gination ? with which you were yet ſo delight» 
ed, that yau forgot your bible; in which you 
never did read, that Elija was called bald pate, 
but Eliſba in his return from ſending his ma- 
ſter on his way to heaven, 1 Kings xxi. where 
he was out of the hearing of the naughty boys. 
| I ſhould not have taken notice of this blunder, 
but for the ſake of making you ſenſible how ſoon 
vengeance has overtaken you, for ſaucily charg- 
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ing a maſter of our 1/-ael with laying afide the 
new teſtament, or at leaſt little adverting to it 
when writing his pamphlet. Now to return, 
wherein could your perverſe fantacy form a 
compariſon between the . gentleman and theſe 
naughty boys ? Mult it not be founded in your 
own preſumption of ſome reſemblance between 
you and Eliſba? What authority or foundation 
did the gentleman's calling you dirty, ragged, 
and ſlovenly, give you to call either Elija or 
Eliſha a demure, rough, hairy, ſlovenly enthu- 
ſiaſt? if you did not intend thereby to inſi- 
nuate, that every one, who pretends to the ſpi- 
rit of prophecy among you, is as true a pro- 
phet as the one or the other of them; and 
that, of conſequence, there is the ſame rea- 
ſon to call Elija or Eliſha an enthuſiaſt, as to 
call any one of your prophets ſo? If there 
was no ſuch compariſon intended, the remark 
is all over as impertinent as it is unmannerly : If 
there was, I pray you to confider whether there 
be not in you too large remains of that {ſpiritual 
pride, which prompted you formegly to blaſ- 
phemous compariſons of yourſelf with Jeſus 
Chriſt himſelf ; and which though you ſeem to 
confeſs in that ſoft expreſſion (I have often uſed 
a ſtile too apoſtolical) you would do well to 
conſider, whether vou have not been too oft- 
en guilty of it, in theſe very remarks; par- 
ticularly pag. 16. where you ſet yourlelt pro- 

feſſedly 
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feſſedly to ſupply a deficiency in the gentle- 
man's parallel. Here you make bold (and 1 
deſire you to conſider whether it was not 
too bold in you) to introduce 76h the Bap- 
tiſt, St. Stepben, and Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, 
the maſter of both theſe, traducing and de- 
faming the clergy of their times. But, pray 
Sir, reflect again, and ſtrictly examine your 
own conſcience, whether you have the ſame 
authority that Chriſt had; and whether you 
and meſſieurs Weſleys, and other methodiſt 
teachers, have been followers of St. Stephen in 
this, as he was of Jeſus Chriſt ; who, though 
he ſeverely reprimanded the Scribes and Phari- 
ſees to their faces, ſpake better of them in their 
abſence, Matt. xxili. The Scribes and Phariſees 
ſit in Moſes ſeat, all therefore whatſoever they 
bid you obſerve, that obſerve and do. St. 
Stephen ſpeaks in the ſecond perſon. Ye Sc. 
to their faces; and 7ohn Baptiſt ſaw many of 
the Phariſees and Sadduces come to his bap- 
tiſm Mat. ii. 7. And then, and not till then, 
he ſaid unto them, not unto others concerning 
them. Bur I deſire you and your friends to 
examine . yourſelves, whether ye had the pati- 
ence to wait for the coming of many of the cler- 
gy of the eſtabliſhed church to your field meet- 
ings, before ye poured out your ill language 
againſt them, and treated them as Phariſees 
and Sadduces : conſider then, whether there be 
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[#1] 
not a wide difference between chiding with 4 
man to his face, and calumniating and defaming 


him behind his back. 


Good biſhop Beveridge ſays, © To rail at 
© others when they hear me not, is the higheſt 
piece of folly imaginable : for as it is impoſſible 
© they ſhould get any good, ſo it is impoſ- 
< ſible but that I ſhould get much hurt by it: 
© for ſuch ſort of words, make the beſt we can 
© of them, are but idle and unprofitable, and 
may not only prove injurious to tbe perſon of 
© whom, but even to whom they are ſpoken, by 
© wounding the credit of the former, and tht 
© charity of the latter. If you will ſay that 
this is nothing to you : for that the author of the 
pamphlet confeſſeth, rhat you abuſed the clergy 
from their own pulpits; J anſwer, that you 
deny this; or you could not ſay, with truth, 
(and you cannot quarrel with me for taking 
your word for it) that you were cauſelefly denied 
the further uſe of them. But to abuſe a man to 
his face, is cauſe enough why he ſhould deſire 
your abſence. Upon the whole, I cannot ſee, 
that your compariſon of yourſelves to Chriſt 
and his apoſtles, will hold good here, or indeed 
any where elſe, in your remarks. But the va- 
nity and preſumption of ſuch companion is that 
which I would lay before you at preſent; for 
which I would recommend to you the reading 

over 
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over and over again your own words, page 17. 
and I truſt that you will at length perceive, that 
they have no very ſcriptural ſound, viz, that if 
we will not ſuppoſe your calumny and defama- 
tion of the preſent - clergy to come from the 
ſpirit and power given from God, if we deny this, 
not only Iſaiah, Jeremiah, and almoſt all the pro- 
phets, but likewiſe Feſus Chriſt and bis apoſtles 
muſt be looked upon by us as great ſlanderers, and 
dealing much in this black art of calumny and de- 
famation. But, Sir, I thought that you had, na 
farther off than the next foregoing page, grant- 
ed, that all the metbodiſt preachers bave ſpoken 
againſt the clergy, was not ſpoke in the ſame ſpi- 
rit, or with the like divine authority, as our Lord, 
his harbinger and Protomartyr ſpoke ;, and that 
to affirm this, would be carrying the Parallel too 
far indeed; and yet here your laſt zeal is, as 

far as I can underſtand, as much too ſevere as 
your firſt was. You may poſſibly think that 
you have made ſome abatement, by changing a 
more poſitive, into a- mere potential, may be. 
But, Sir, if your firſt zeal had more heat, your 
laſt has more art, the black art of calumny. Is 
the whole Church to be lily traduced by in- 
finuations' and innuendo? s of the mere poſſibility 
of degeneracy and corruption, without the leaſt 
appearance of probability for either; and yet 
ſhall your laſt zeal inſiſt upon our granting you 
this, or giving up Jeſus Chriſt and his apoſtles ? 


What 


[ 49 ] 

What could your firſt zeal have demanded more? 
This is true catabaptiſtical arguing—the way of 
Chriſt—our Saviour's way, and that of Jobn 
the Baptiſt was —— You might as well have 
thought of Chriſt and his apoſtles. But how 
came ye? how came you, at leaſt after ſuch 
conceſſion, to think yourſelf at liberty to throw 
back, upon Chriſt and his apoſtles, all the com- 
plaints of this kind againſt you? What relation 
can the quarrel between Mr. Weſley and you 
about predeſtination, &c. have, to the diſpute 
between Paul and Barnabas? did the apoſtles 
abuſe one the other? did they reveal one the 
other's ſecrets? As you profeſs your forrow 
for this, and tell us that Mr. Jefley has been fo 
very good as to forgive you, the laſt thing that 
a man would forgive his friend (and for which 
J love him) I would not have recalled your 
bluſhes now, but that you (not content with 
very good company, that of Luther, Calvin and 
Zuinglius, Cranmer, a and Hooper) ſtill con- 
tinue to maintain the compariſon between you 
both, and Paul and Parnabas. Again, as to 
your field preaching, no example herein leſs 
than Chriſt's and that of his apoſtles will ſerve 
your turn: but firſt give me leave to anſwer 
your queſtion, Ny ſuch ado about your field 
preaching now, if ye were not the firſt who 
preached in the fields? I dare ſay that you 
could have anſwered your own queſtion, if you 

| had 


[4] 
had not been, at a loſs for a better excuſe : for, 
that (becauſe ye were not the firſt) was the very 
reaſon why your field preaching awaken'd the 
fears of the nation; becauſe ye trod in the ſteps 
of thoſe, who took to fields and hedges in the 
laſt century, much about as long time before 
the grand rebellion, as the methodiſts did be- 
fore the late rebellion ; and whoſe field preach- 
ing did ſo much miſchief, and was attended with 
ſuch diſmal calamities in theſe kingdoms, that 
the wiſdom of the nation thought fit, ſince, ta 
make a law againſt it; which law ye tranſ- 
greſſed, by your field preaching, and bid de- 
fiance to all authority; and therefore were more 
guilty than they, who had not his law (if they 
had any) againſt them, at that time; and there 
was reaſon to apprenend, that, when the ſame 
evil practices were ſet on foot again, they had 
the ſame wicked deſigns. I take not upon me 
to ſay that your deſigns were the ſame; but why 
ſhould ye wonder if the outcry be greater againſt 
greater offenders? an if, according to the pro- 


verb, a burnt child ſhould dread the fire ? 


But ye did not take the laſt century- men for 
your examples herein; no, nor of any century but 
af the firſt ; nor of that, ſave Jeſus Chriſt and his 
apoſtles, whom you do not ſtick at calling field 
preachers, in ridicule of your being called fo ; 
but oh the parallel, the parallel! Chriſt came 

G to 
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to introduce a new religion : ſpeak out, have 
ve commiſſion to preach a new goſpel ? Chriſt 
was not of the tribe of Levi according to the 
fleſh, and therefore had no right to the temple, 
or to the Levitical prieſthood, according to the 
letter of the Levitical law. But you have a 
right to a Chriſtian church, and might have had 
one of your own long ere this, if you had not 
invented to yourſelf a more profitable living. 
Chriſt came to his own, and his own received 
him not : but who gave you all the people of 
theſe kingdoms? Again, not only the people, 


but their law alſo, was Chriſt's, who gave it to 


them by Moſes, only until he ſhould come him: 
ſelf; and furely every legiſlator hath power to 
alter his own laws, as times and circumſtances 


ſhall require :- this Chriſt came from Heaven to 


do; and dare you call this into example and 
excuſe, for your attempt to overthrow the laws 
of three kingdoms, and the goſpel of Chriſt to 
boot ? Surely this compariſon is more than 
odious : is there not more irreligious banter in all 
this, than in the gentleman's raillery of your 
former fooleries, now acknowledged by your 
ſelf to have been ſuch ? and was it fair in you, 
after ſuch acknowledgment, to re- cant your 
own recantings, and to call theſe very confeſſed 
fooleries by the name of religion, only for the 
ſake of calling the gentleman irreligious, for 
treating them as they deſerved, i. e. as fooleries. 

For 


la] © 


For if they were fooleries, they were not reli- 
gion; and if not religion, then was the gentle- 
man's banter of them, neither religious nor irre- 
ligious banter. Give me leave to aſk you one 
queſtion more in behalf. of the gentleman. Why 
muſt he be accuſed of taking up your work of 
| defamation for theſe few flowers, as you call 
them ? Since you, in that very ſame page, call 
Mr. Seward your fellow traveller, or yourſelf 
his. What do ſtrolling and itinerant ſignify 
other than travelling (out of the way?). We 
may preſume you were fellow travellers in the 
work of preaching, for which predicating is but 
another word. If I am not miſinformed, by 
one who was a member of your club, ye were 
no ways diſpleaſed at being called (if ye did not 
give yourſelves the title of) Methodiſts, at 
your firſt ſetting up. You confeſs that, for your 
own part, you were an Enthuſiaſt, when you 
thought that you were writing and ſpeaking en- 
tirely by the aſſiſtance of the ſpirit of God, whereas 
you were writing aud ſpeaking by your own ſpi- 
rit, Were you not preſumptuous then? Were 
you not more than dangerous to your hearers, 
who received your doctrine againſt Archbiſhop 
Tillotſon, and that excellent "book, The whole 
Duty of Man, for the doctrine of the ſpirit of 
God ? Upon a review of this, I hope you will 
own that ſuch falſe malicious remarks” are no 
anſwer. That the gentleman did nor take up 
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your trade of ſlander, and that there 1s this 
great difference between his flowers, and the 
noſegays you and your people have dreſſed up 
for the clergy ; namely, that ye have cauſe to 
repent of the falſbood of yours, he only, per- 
haps, of the «n/eaſonableneſs of his truth; for 
want of knowing that you had then printed your 
recantation in Scotland, which may be a great 
way from the place of the gentleman's abode. 


But I dare anſwer for him, as a gentleman, 
whether he be a clergyman or not, that he would 
be ſorry to find, that he had laid any ſtumbling 
block in your way, when you were but ever ſo 
little jnclined to return to the Church. Return 
in the name of God, and I dare anſwer for your 
ſecurity, and for that of the governors of the 
Church, that no attempts ſhall be made to ſtab 
them thro' your ſides, or you thro? theirs. 


Give me leave to aſk you, whether there was 
not a little too much wild-fire in your zeal to 
miſrepreſent the gentleman, when you accuſed 
him of a deſign to ſtab the governors of the 
Church, through your ſides, who have always 
hitherto ſtood diametrically oppoſite to them, 
and that at a great diſtance too, 


I deſire to obſerve to you, Sir, in the next 
place, that you do not ſhew your opponent 
fair 


[ 45 ] 
fair play. For firſt, you have the manage» 
ment to paſs over, unobſerved, the moſt ma- 
terial paſſages of the book you have under- 
taken to animadvert upon; nor do you take 
any notice of much more than the hundredth 
part of it. I know you will fay that this 
anſwers to your title page, Some Remarks, &&c. 
But if there were fo many things in it that you 
could not anſwer, you had done better not to 


have meddled with - it, than to fall foul of 


the: author, and abuſe him; inftead of anſwer- 
ing his book. Why muſt you ſuppoſe that 
the gentleman had any defign of having you 
looked upon and treated as papiſts, after he 
had declared that he had no ſuch defign, and 
deſired nat to be underflood to accuſe © you of 
* popery, though he be perſuaded you are do- 


ing the papiſt's work for them, and agree 


* with them in ſome of their principles; —— 
not perhaps from compact and deſign ; but 
£ a ſimilar configuration. and texture of brain, 
or the fumes of imagination producing ſimi- 
lar effects? pag. 10. You tell him, Rem. 
pag. 9. that intentions are not cognizable by us; 
how came you then to ſuſpect his intentions 


to be fo contrary to his own expreſs decla- 


rations? Why do you give the gentleman the 
lye, for ſaying that you began your adventures 
with field preaching ? I never ſaw a play acted; 
but upon enquiring of ſuch as have, they af- 
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ſure me, that the play, properly and truly 
ſpeaking, begins at the firſt act, notwithſtand- 
ing a long prologue has been ſpoken before; 
and I have alſo conſulted ſome of the gen- 
tlemen of the army, who aſſure me that it is 
both proper and true, to ſay, that two ar- 
mies began to fight then, when they fell to, 
in good earneſt, though there might have 
paſted ſome little ſkirmiſhes between them, 
the day, or week before. The words then, 
which you quote to prove the gentleman a 
lar out of his own mouth, do prove, on 
the contrary, that he underſtoed well the truth 
and propriety of language, when he ſaid, that 
you begun there, where you ſet about the work 
more heartily; and to prove this by any words 
might have been impoſſible, and to prove it 
by your works was needleſs. But, as if the 
devil owed you a ſhame, you are willing to 
have yourſelf recorded in the legend of the 
ſaints, as one who, after having preached cer- 
tain (falſe) doctrines in moſt churches of Glou- 
ceſter, Briſtol, Weſtminſter and London, began 
to preach the ſame dotirines in the fields. Was 
this then a criticiſm, for ſubſtance, truth, or 
good manners, worthy a gentleman of univer- 
ſity education! Or that other upon Mars- Hill; 
very like Kennington Common no doubt; for 
here hath been a gallows, as there a court 
of juſtice ; and to ſome men there is little 

difference 
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difference between the Old Bailey and Tyburn: 
St. Paul preaching Jeſus and the reſurrection, 
was carried before the Athenian magiſtrates, 
then ſitting, in the court ſituate on Mars-hill ; 
in which court, and before the Athenian judges, 
he makes his defence ; and this ſhall ſerve for 
the juſtification of a field preacher, and an in- 
ſpired interpreter of ſcripture. Is not this way 
of arguing an affront to the ſenſe and learn- 


ing of your opponent? or an unlucky diſco- 


very of your own great ignorance in the ſerip- 
tures, and in ſome other neceſſary parts of 
learning. Again, Sir, was it fair in you to 
read further, pag. 15. to find a parallel, which 


you knew that you had left behind you at 


pag. 3, 4» 5. and then to quarrel with the 
gentleman becauſe you were diſappointed in 
your unreaſonable expectation ? Oh! but this, 
which you had ſkipped over, was foreign to 
the title page. Pray did you always keep 
cloſe to your text? Did you never ſtep aſide 
for a compariſon? Did you never go wide of 
your principal deſign ? I have heard you hold 
forth once, from the top of a water conduit ; 
your text was Ia. Iv. 1, 2. and your doctrine 
was, freedom of grace, without any uſe of means; 
you told us, that to buy wine and milk without 
money, was, to have grace without ſtirring hand 
or foot for it ; and that Chriſt lefr no ſuch 
things as means of grace in his church ; you 


were 
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were to be believed, upon long experience; for 
you had read, heard ſermons, prayed ſeven 
times a day, for years together, and received 
the ſacrament every Sunday; and yet, all this 
while no grace came; till, at length, giving 
over all means and endeavours after it, you 
found it; but which way, neither I, nor any 
other of your hearers, could ever learn. Hence 
I expected, that you would have been the laſt 
of all men living to ſcruple the gentleman the 
liberty of ſtepping beyond or beſide his title 
page, to look out for a compariſon and a parallel 
which is not very eaſy to be found in any age, 
not at all in ſome. I ſhall next take notice, that 
you leave out of your quotation ſome of the 
gentleman's words, as page 23. where he ob- 
ſerves your utter condemnation of all recreation 
in every kind and degree, and that ye hold it 
abſolutely unlawful to play at cards. How do 
you anſwer him ? even by omitting the word 
abſelutely, and thereby, moſt wickedly, repre- 
ſenting the gentleman as an advocate for re- 
creation in all it's exceſſes, or in every kind and 
degree : for in this light only your quotation of 
the 75th canon is pertinent; which only forbids 
ecclęſiaſtical perſons to reſort to taverns or ale- 
bonuſes at any time, other than for their honeſt ne- 
ceſſities. Surely theſe words do not forbid ab- 
ſolutely. | 


Again, 
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Again, you not only leave out his charge 


againſt you, contained in the words dirty and 
ragged, but you ſhift into their places, the 
words rough and hairy; and then argue, as if 
the gentleman had made ſlovenlineſs to confifk 
in theſe ; and you then argue further, from 
the roughneſs of Jobn Baptiſt's garment, to the 
dirt and rags of your own. There 1s not the 
leaſt intimation in ſcripture, that John Baptiſt 
was a ſloven: I am inclined rather to conclude, 
that he was a tight man, from the expreſs men- 
tion of the leathern girdle about his loins. Again, 
when the gentleman gives ſeveral inſtances of your 
folly, you pick and chooſe which one to an- 
ſwer to, and drop the reſt, page 28. rigorous 
faſtings, gaſhing, and flaying the body with' 
ſcourges, rolling, Sc. You anſwer that ſome- 
thing of this kind we have in the life of Jeſus 
of Nazareth, (a diſciple ſtill fond of being 
thought equal to his maſter.) But what did 
he do of this kind? why, he faſted forty days 
and forty nights : ought you not to have re- 
membered, that he did this ſo ſeldom, that he 
was taken notice of, and accuſed of not faſt- 
ing? and would you take it amiſs, if I ſhould 
return your compliment upon you, and ſay, 
that it is very highly probable (from your pre- 
ſent reflections upon his miniſters for this very 
thing) that, if you had lived in Judea, when 
their Maſter was upon earth, you would have 

joined 


- 


30 

joined the naughty fellows of that place and 
age, in calling him a glutton and a wine-bibber, 
for that he came eating and drinking: i. e. be- 
cauſe he did not come up to the rigour of their 
faſts and yours; of the motive of which the 
gentleman muſt not offer to gueſs, but you 
immediately cry out that he is wreſting the key 
from the hand of Omniſcience: whereas in 
truth there needs no key to diſcover the inward 
motives of ſuch faſts as are attended with ſtrife 

and contention. If you would have us think 
favourably of your faſtings, I anſwer, in the 
words of St. Auguſtine, Crederem fi non diviſiſſet 
unitatem; preter unitatem & qui facit miracula 
nihil eſt. But what is become of the other parts 
of the parallel, gaſhing and flaying the body 
with ſcourges ? It is much that your modeſty 
did not permit you to find ſomething like this 
alſo in Jeſus of Nazareth, whoſe body was cer- 
tainly flayed with ſcourges. What of the row- 
ling? of which, or of ſomething very like it, 
inſtances may be given out of the life of Mr. 
Jobn Cenwick, (if he be alive) we need not rake 
into the aſhes of the dead, when we have many 
others, who (I was going to ſay) have the ſame 
windmill in their heads : but I remember that 
you grew out of all patience with that expreſ- 
fion, and loſt all Chriſtian charity towards one 
whom you, at the ſame time, took to be, not 
only a brother teacher, but alſo, a maſter in 
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our Iſrael; J hope you will reflect upon this, 
and beg the gentleman's pardon for theſe un- 
mannerly words, in thine own. This was ſo 
much like a Quaker, that I began to be in fear 
for you ; both as anabaptiſtical principles lead 
into quakeriſm, and as I have ſtill freſh in my 
memory the miſerable caſe of one of you, the 
. miniſter of my pariſh, ſome years ago, who 
threw up his living, and turned Quaker, All 
the hopes I have, that you are not going the 
ſame way, is, that you have not learned to keep 
your temper ; but I hope you will learn to do 
that, not as a Quaker, but as a Chriſtian, 


I beg leave to obſerve further that, although 
the doctrines whereby ye are diſtinguiſhed, are 
thoſe wherein ye differ alſo from the Church of 
England; and that although you take your 
opponent to be a miniſter of that Church, yet 
you argue with him, as if the Church and he 
had given up theſe points to you. If you would 
convince me by an argument ex abſurdo, you 
muſt ſhew me that the abſurdity follows from 
my opinion, nor from yours. When did the 
Church of England give up to you the matter 
in conteſt between you about baptiſmal regene- 
ration, her Diana, as you are pleaſed to call it 7 
and is not that irreligious banter ? Has the Church 
altered her catechiſm of late in your favour ? 

It is very manifeſt indeed, that your Mr. Jones 
| 1 has 
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has altered it ſtrangely ; but that was not with 
the conſent of the Church, or of it's governors. 
Why then do you ſtand ſo aſtoniſhed, page 30. 
at that ſaying of one of her miniſters — Inſtan- 
taneous Converſion, a Fanatical Peculiarity ! and 
in conſequence of whoſe argument do you pre- 
ſame, that iſtantaneous regeneration muſt be a 
fanatical peculiarity allo ? To you, who preſume 
that regeneration and converſion are both one 
and the ſame, the conſequence may appear ne- 
ceſſary: but if the gentleman ean ſee a diffe- 
rence between theſe two, which you cannot, or 
will not, ſee, even as much as there is between 
being born and growing; why may he not allow 
regeneration to be as inſtantaneous as you will 
have it, or that a man may be entered into a 
ſtare of grace in a little time ; and yet, without 
any abſurdity, affirm, that it requires a much 
longer ſpace of time to grow in grace. In ſhort, 
Sir, the Church catechiſm W us, that in, 
or by, baptiſm we are made members of Chriſt; 

and it will neceſſarily follow from thence, that 
the Church holds, that we are alſo therein, made. 
the children of God. For if we are members, 
or parts, of Chriſt, then are we one with Chriſt, 

and Chriſt with us: if we are one with him, then 
have we all one Father: if we have one and the. 
ſame Father with him, then have we God for our. 
Father : if we have God for our Father, then. 
hath God. begotten. 1 us again, or we are regene- 


rated 


333 


rated of God in baptiſm: and if we are begotten 
of God, then are we his children: if children, 
then of his family, and under his influence, 
which gradually wears away our natural corrup- 
tion, as we grow in that grace, or under that 
influence; for which we require time, as neceſ- 
ſarily, as for growing men and women in our 
natural father's houſe. And if, at any time, 
this corruption ſhould get the better of grace; 
if the law in our members, (even in thoſe of 
the regenerate) ſhould not only war, but alſo 
_ prevail, againſt the law in our minds; we are ; 
renewed again, not by another regeneration, but | 
by repentance : and as we, at firſt, required time 
to grow good; ſo we now will require time to 
grow- better : and this is converſion, if we would 
ſpeak ſenſe, not a bare turning our faces back 
towards the way we have forſaken ; but, a re- 
turning to it, and walking in it : and can that* 
be poſſibly: inſtantaneous, or be done in a very 
ſhort time, which is the proper buſineſs of our 
whole lives ? ſo that upon the whole you ſee, 
er may ſee, that the abſurdity you would charge 
upon. the gentleman's doctrine, proceeds from 
yours, not from his. In the very next page 
you ſhew the gentleman very foul uſage, tho” 
at the expence of betraying wretched ignorance 
and- malice on your part. You fay that it is 
one grand article of the Council of Trent, that 
there is no ſuch thing as a perſon's knowing 
that 
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that his ſins are forgiven him, or being aſſured 


of his ſalvation ; and by charging the gentle- 
man with ſymbolizing with them in this, you 
would inſinuate (which is very wicked and ma- 
licious in you) that he is a papiſt. Your Mr. 


_ Griffith Jones has the aſſurance, in a book of his 


now before me, to charge the whole order of 
clergy with this : and it ſeems to me that both 
of you have borrowed this malice from your 
brethren of Salters-hall, who being directed to 
preach againſt the church of Rome and it's cor- 
ruptions, fell foul on the Church of England, as 
if they had thought them to be one and the ſame 
church in every article of corruption. This Jones 
and you muſt either wittingly intend to ſtab the 


Church of England thro' this gentleman's ſides, 


and of the other clergy, or ye muſt be wofully ig- 
norant of the tenets of this church, which holds 
herein with the Trent fathers. And why may not the 
church and her miniſters ſymbolize with the Trent 
fathers, and with you too, ſo far as they and ye 
ſymbolize with the Truth, without being charged 
with popery or methodiſm? neither the church 


nor the gentleman, whom you take to be a mini- 


ſter of it, need be aſhamed of joining the Trent 
fathers in this aſſertion ; if by knowing you 
mean any thing more than the aſſurance of faith, 
or knowing with that aſſurance to which you 
tack infallible, and which is expreſsly termed by 
the Trent fathers, Certitudo cui non poteſt ſubeſſe 


Falſum; 
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falſum ; to which the ſure truſt, quoted by you 
out of our Church Homilies, bears no reſem- 
blance ; foraſmuch as Truft there is the ſame as 
Hope, which, be it as ſure as it will, doth not 
_ exclude all degrees of doubt, as infallible aſſu- 
rance doth infallibly. 

The truth is this; your remarks lead too 
much to- ontroverted points; and the abſur- 
dity which you charge upon this gentleman is 
only in your own imagination ; - and follows 
only upon ſuppoſition of the truth of your very 
unſcriprural tenet, once in grace and always in 
grace. And this again has no other foundation 
than that notion you entertain of all God's ſen- 
tences paſſed upon men, that they are ſo abſo- 
lute and irrevocable, that no ſubſequent beha- 
viour can preyail upon him to alter them; 
whereas the ſcriptures repreſent God not only 
as repenting of the evil he had threatned, but 
alſo of the good that he promiſed ; and very re- 
markably to the point in hand, Mat. xvii. caſting 
an unmerciful ſervant into prifon, for that very 
debt which he had, ſome time before, forgave 
him. If the Trent fathers then, and the fathers 
of the Church of England, thought otherwiſe of 
God's grace than you do; and thought (how- 
ever you may think them miſtaken) that God 
himſelf has declared otherwiſe concerning it by 
his prophet Ezek. xvii. 24. and in theſe later 
oy by his Son, in the fore-quoted place of St. 


Matthew, 


Matthew, they could be guilty of no abſur- 
dity in affirming, that no man can be affured 
of his final ſalvation ; (even ſuppoſing him to 
know that he is at preſent in a falvable ſtate) 
for though he who hath promiſed is faithful ; 
yet there may be no faithfulneſs in himſelf ; 
he cannot be aſſured of his own perſeverance, 
certitudine cui non poteſt ſubeſſe falſum, becauſe, 
according to the apoſtle, Heb. xin. g. he is yet 
in the body, a body of fleſh liable to be tempt- 
ed and drawn aſide by it's own luſts; ſo that 
after he hath received the Holy Ghoſt, our 
Church holds, artic. 16. he may depart from 
grace given, and fall into ſin. He that think- 
eth he ſtandeth, hath need then to take great 
heed left he fall: and I know of nothing more 
likely to give him a fall, than that careleſsneſs 
and ſupineneſs, which is the natural effect of 

your aſſurance. | 
And here I muſt deſire you to put your hand 
upon your heart, and, for once, anſwer me in- 
genuouſly ; Did not you know that the gen- 
tleman meant by their aſſurance of ſalvation, 
that uncommon, if not unparallel'd, aſſurance 
boaſted of by your people? do not you then 
prevaricate a little when you aſk him I aſſu- 
rance of faith then in your opinion a preſump- 
tubus imagination? Had you given us the 
gentleman's words as they are in his book, and 
joined their to aſſurances, in the ſame characters, 
your 
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-* your readers would have eaſily ſeen that the 
gentleman meant an aſſurance peculiar to the 
methodiſts, and that what you ſay is very falſe 
and malicious, — that he explodes the thing 
itſelf, viz. the aſſurance of faith. Nay then 
he would not ſo much as have ſeemed to do 
ſo. Rot, Sir, is all your boaſted aſſurance 
dwindled, at laſt, to a bare aſſurance of faith ? 
I hope you will give your people to know this, 
that the world may be no longer troubled with 
their uncommon aſſurance. 

As to your ſeeming contempt of money, 
you have appealed to "another tribunal, and I 
heartily wiſh you may be acquitted a Reatu Pang, 
a Reatu Culpæ I dare not hope. 

I have expected a Welſbman would have an- 
ſwered your club argument ere now; and 1 
ſhall yet truſt to the promiſe which he has 
made me, of acquainting you, and the world, 
where the bones of ſome of your brethren hang 
in chains at this day, for the murder they com- 
mitted in the inſurrection they had made: but 
the gentleman aſſures me, that you may be 
informed hereof, in the mean time, of your 
Mr. Griffith Jones, who received a letter, upon 
that occaſion, from my friend, ſubſcribed by 
about a dozen more, to deſire him to withdraw 
the remainder of his miſſionaries from thoſe 
parts : for the murderers confeſſed, before the 
juſtice who committed them, that they had 

I been 
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been ſent there by the reverand Mr. Grifuth 
Jones of Lanaowror in Carmarthenſhire, South- 
Wales; though they were ſince better inſtructed, 
and refuſed to anſwer to theſe: interrogatories 
before their judges, and ſeemed more heartily 

ſorry for the diſcovery they had made, than for 
the murder which they had committed. 
Laſtly, I ſhall beg leave to obſerve, that you 
treat the gentleman : as one who does not write 
common ſenſe; and would very fain expoſe 
him for a fool, for granting that, perhaps, ye 
might ſet out at firſt upon a good motive, 
and for ſuppoſing. you capable of acting after- 
wards upon bad principles: and yet this is no 
more than is allowed to Montanus by the author 
of his life, (who was, and ſtill is, reputed to 
have been a gentleman of good underſtanding 
and learning) and with the fame perhaps too, 
Judas came to Chrift upon the ſame good mo- 
tives as the other diſciples did, for ought that 
appears in ſcripture to the contrary ; and after- 
wards betrayed his Maſter out of covetouſneſs. 
But inſtead of all other examples, the reverend 
Mr. George Whitefield, (who would have the 
world perſuaded that he ſet out upon a very 
good deſign) confeſſeth of himſelf, that, being 
young, he ſuffered himſelf to be carried away 
with the applauſe of his followers, till he grew 
giddy with popularity, and from this, no very 
good, motive of — applauſe, he both ſaid 
and. 
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and adted many things, which he will not now 
pretend to juſtify : and yet attempts, out of 
mere malice prepenſe, to render a gentleman 
ridiculous for ſuppoſing, out of mere good na- 
ture, that to be poſſible, which he acknow- 
ledgeth to have been verified in himſelf. 

You JI have no further trouble from me, 
at this time, than while I make this obſervation 
upon your concluding quotation ; that what- 
ever good opinion you may entertain of the 
author, and of it, you ought not ro forget your 
Mr. Jones's ſaying of the orc;nation vow, and 
that, now you have bound your ſoul with an 
oath to obſerve the Canons of the Church, 
(whatever liberties may be taken by thoſe men 
of latitude, who never bound themſelves to 
them) you cannot be ſo much as a little un- 
canonical, without being a little perjured. And 
while for your quotation I give you another, 
and quite another ſort of quotation, contain- 
ing ſome part of the character of a compleat 
clergyman. He is one ſeaſoned in his infancy, 
wat home with piety ; at ſchool with arts; ac- 

compliſhed with ſciences and degrees at the 
univerſity ; prepared for orders by prayer and 
reading ; called by a biſhop to receive holy 
orders. And, when he is entered, he governs 


*© himſelf by the Canons of the Church.” 
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